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APPELLANTS' REPLY BRIEF 

Sir: 

In response to the Examiner's Answer mailed on March 5, 2007 
and May 14, 2007, please consider the following remarks: 
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REMARKS 

Appellants maintain the arguments submitted in the Appeal 
Brief filed on December 12, 2006, which are incorporated herein by 
reference. Further, Appellants refute the allegations made in the 
Examiner's Answer of March 7, 2007, and May 14, 2007. 

In particular, Appellants respectfully refute the allegation 
that U.S. Patent Application Publication 2005/0137821 (Gotoh) is a 
prior art reference. The present application was PCT filed on 
March 21, 2003 and claims the benefit of a European Patent 
Application filed on March 28, 2002, which is thus the effective 
filing date of the present application. 

As the effective filing date of the present application of 
March 28, 2002 is before the Gotoh U.S. filing date of October 4, 
2 002, Gotoh is not available as prior art with regard to the 
present application under 35 U.S.C. §102{e). 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that independent 
Claim 1 is allowable, and allowance thereof is respectfully 
requested. In addition, it is respectfully submitted that Claims 
2-3, 7-9 and 13-16 should also be allowed at least based on their 
dependence from independent Claim 1. 

In addition, Appellants deny any statement, position or 
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averment of the Examiner that is not specifically addressed by the 
foregoing argument and response. Any rejections and/or points of 
argument not addressed would appear to be moot in view of the 
presented remarks. However, the Appellants reserve the right to 
submit further arguments in support of the above stated position, 
should that become necessary. No arguments are waived and none of 
the Examiner's statements are conceded. 
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Claims 1-3, 7-9 and 13-16 are patentable over Lee and Ohno. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that the 
present application is in condition for allowance, and a Notice of 
Allowance is earnestly solicited. 
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CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dicran Halajian, &eg. 3' 
Attorney for Appellants 
May 29, 2007 




NL020264-ReplyBrf-05-29-07 .doc 



4 



